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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1 -1 0 as to the point that Sunthankar 
is not combinable with the Japanese reference (see argument pages 5-6) have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. As to the argument regards to the Japanese reference, such that Japanese 
reference can be used to coat an extrusion of limited length but does not teach the 
present invention of "no limit" on the length. In response to the argument, examiner 
states that applicant is arguing a preamble limitation, which is not given patentable 
weight because it has been held that a preamble is denied the effect of a limitation 
where the claim is drawn to a structure and the portion of the claim following the 
preamble is a self-contained description of the structure not depending for 
completeness upon the introductory clause. See also, Kropa v. Robie, 88 USPQ 478 
(CCPA1951). 

3. Additionally, the claimed limitation of "no limit" on the length of the extruded bars 
could be any size of length and the Japanese reference teaches the limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 
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5. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lemelson (3,600,918). 

Lemelson discloses a process and device for coating or applying a film (15) on a 
extruded bar (16), wherein the substrate bar is pressurized to move in a direction on a 
die (12) and the substrate to be coated is heated (col. 2, lines 38-49). 

Lemelson teaches the coating film or layers comprises decorative effects (col. 7, 
lines 23-32) and the film or layers provided on a coil supply (col.7, lines 40-45 and col.8, 
lines 1-10 and lines 66-col.9, lines 7), which teaching reads on the claimed limitation of 
"applying a decorated film on extruded bars ~ through a matrix and die, which are 
heated and supported by a base plate". 

Lemelson teaches that the entire fixture assembly includes a base plate (col. 3, 
lines 36-42) and the coated extruded base is subjected to cool down by heat transfer 
fluid including a plurality jets of clued coolant are ejected against the surface of the 
coated extrusion as it leaves the die (col.3, lines 72-col.4, lines 1-8). 

As to claim 5, Lemelson teaches that the vibration is performed with a vibrating 
means including piezoelectric transducer may comprise electromagnetic, etc. (col. 10, 
lines 38-56 and col.1 1 , lines 22-48) for facilitating passage of the extrusion and also for 
improving or enhancing the bond between extruded materials (col.1 1, lines 49-55). 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person liaving ordinary skill in tlie art to wliicli said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over JP 
07-16645 (Japanese reference, herein after) in view of Lemelson (3,600,918). 

The Japanese reference discloses a process and device for coating or applying a 
film on a extruded bar (17), wherein the substrate bar is pressurized to move in a 
direction on a die (13) and the substrate to be coated is heated and cooled (see the 
abstract page and figure 1), which teaching reads on the claimed limitation of "applying 
a decorated film on extruded bars ~ through a matrix and die, which are heated and 
supported by a base plate" 

Unlike the instant invention, the Japanese reference fails to teach the supporting 
plate is vibrated. 

However, Lemelson teaches above and also teaches that the vibration is 
performed with a vibrating means including piezoelectric transducer may comprise 
electromagnetic, etc. (col. 10, lines 38-56 and col.11, lines 22-48) for facilitating passage 
of the extrusion and also for improving or enhancing the bond between extruded 
materials (col.1 1 , lines 49-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time of claimed invention to employ Lemelson's teaching into the teaching of the 
Japanese reference for improving bond between the extruded materials as well 
facilitating the passage the extrusion as suggested by Lemelson. 

As to claim 3, the Japanese reference teaches cooling the extruded bar by 
spraying the bar with water (cooling liquid) (see the abstract and the figure 1 ). 
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As to claim 6-9, the structural limitation of the cone shaped die would have been 
obvious design choice as to one of ordinary skilled in the art. 

As to claim 10, Lemelson teaches the device is capable of coating or forming 
marks comprises small irregular circuit patterns that are highly decorative (col.8, lines 1- 
12). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Zoller (4,090,906) illustrate a process of making decorative strips. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shamim Ahmed whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1457. The examiner can normally be reached on Tu-Fri (6:00-2:30) Every Monday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nadine G. Norton can be reached on (571) 272-1465. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Shamim Ahmed 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1792 

SA 

March 31 , 2009 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



